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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-29 are presented for examination. 

Priority 

2. The effective filing date for the subject matter in the pending claims in this 
application is 10/18/2001. 

Drawings 

3. The Examiner contends that the drawings submitted on 10/18/2001 are 
acceptable for examination proceedings. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 6, 17, and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

6. As per claim 6, claim 6 recites the limitation "the universal resource locator" in 
lines 23-24. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim 
because more than one universal resource locator is introduced in claim 6 (page 19, 
lines 22-23) and in claim 1 (page 19, lines 4-5) on which claim 6 depends. 

7. As per claim 17, claim 17 recites the limitation "the universal resource locator" in 
lines 1-2 on page 23. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the 
claim because more than one universal resource locator is introduced in claim 17 (page 
22, line 26) and in claim 12 (page 22, lines 1-2) on which claim 17 depends. 
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8. As per claim 26, claim 26 recites the limitation "the universal resource locator" on 
lines 3 of page 25. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim 
because more than one universal resource locator is introduced in claim 26 (page 24, 
line 27) and in claim 21 (page 24, line 3) on which claim 26 depends. 

9. Claims 6, 17, and 26 each recite the limitation "the selected applications". There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim because only a single 
selected application is described in the claim. For the purpose of examining the claims, 
"the selected applications" is construed as referring to the single selected application 
described in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 0. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects 
for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application 
designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

11. Claims 1,3, 10, 12, 14, 21 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Chiang (US Published Application 2001/0047477). 

12. As per claim 1, Chiang discloses a method in a data processing system for 
managing access to a set of applications associated with a universal resource locator, 
the method comprising (Paragraph 0055: set of applications are individual instances of 
a selected application): receiving a request, wherein the request includes the universal 
resource locator (Paragraph 0054) and a user identification (Fig. 4, block 403); and 
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directing the request to a selected application within the set of applications using the 
universal resource locator and the user identification (Paragraph 0054: user 
identification converted to JVLSession cookie; Paragraph 0055: URL plus session 
cookie direct to a specific application instance). 

1 3. As per claim 3, Chiang discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the user 
identification is a user name located within the request (Paragraph 0055: user name 
entered to authenticated user and generate session cookie). 

14. As per claim 10, Chiang teaches a data processing system comprising: 

a bus system; a communications unit connected to the bus system; a memory 
connected to the bus system, wherein the memory includes a set of instructions; and 
a processing unit connected to the bus system (See Fig. 2, and Paragraph 0048), 
wherein the processing unit executes the set of instructions to receive a request in 
which the request includes the universal resource locator (Paragraph 0054) and a user 
identification (Fig. 4, block 403); and direct the request to a selected application within 
the set of applications using the universal resource locator and the user identification 
(Paragraph 0055: set of applications are individual instances of a selected application; 
Paragraph 0054: user identification converted to JVLSession cookie; Paragraph 0055: 
URL plus session cookie direct to a specific application instance). 

15. As per claims 12 and 14, claims 12 and 14 are rejected for the same reasons as 
claims 1 and 3. 

16. As per claims 21 and 23, claims 21 and 23 are rejected for the same reasons as 
claims 1 and 3. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

18. Claims 2, 13, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Chiang (US Published Application 2001/0047477) in view of Modi et al. (US Patent 
6,587,866, hereinafter Modi). 

1 9. As per claim 2, Chiang fails to explicitly teach the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
user identification is an Internet Protocol address of a node originating the request. 

20. Modi teaches a method of directing a user request to an instance of an 
application based on the IP address of the user (col. 10, lines 30-45). 

21 . It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Chiang and Modi to use the IP address 
of a node associated with the user to select an application because they both deal with 
routing users to a specific application instance based on user identification. 
Furthermore, the teaching of Modi to use the IP address of the node associated with the 
user allows directing the user to the correct application for client devices and security 
situations where the use of cookies as taught by Chiang is not available (See Chiang 
Paragraph 0009). 

22. Claims 13 and 22 are rejected for the same reasons as claim 2. 
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23. Claims 6, 7, 9, 11, 17, 18, 20, 26, 27 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Chiang (US Published Application 
2001/0047477) in view of House et al. (US Patent 6,188,400, hereinafter House). 

24. As per claim 7, Chiang teaches a method in a data processing system for 
managing access to a plurality of applications, the method comprising (Paragraph 0055: 
set of applications are individual instances of a selected application): associating the 
plurality of applications with a first universal resource locator; assigning the plurality of 
applications with plurality of universal resource locators excluding the first universal 
resource locator; receiving a request including the first universal resource locator 
(Paragraph 0054) and an identification of a user (Fig. 4, block 403); and redirecting the 
request using the first universal resource locator to a particular application within the • 
plurality of applications (Paragraph 0055: set of applications are individual instances of 
a selected application; Paragraph 0054: user identification converted to JVLSession 
cookie; Paragraph 0055: URL plus session cookie direct to a specific application 
instance). 

25. Chiang fails to explicitly teach assigning each of the plurality of applications a 
universal resource locator different from the first locator and using a particular assigned 
universal resource locator to direct the user to a particular application. 

26. House teaches assigning each universal resource locators to each individual 
application and using the individual applications to direct a request to the specific 
application (col. 6, lines 63-67; col. 7, lines 31-37). 
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27. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Chiang and House because they both 
deal with directing a user request to a specific application. Furthermore, the teaching of 
House to use a universal resource locator to specify the location of the application 
would allow specifying different servers for individual applications thus allowing load 
balancing and addressing specific needs of an individual user. 

28. Claim 6 contains the same subject matter as claim 7 and is rejected for the same 
reasons as claim 7. 

29. As per claim 9, Chiang teaches the method of claim 7, wherein the identification, 
is a user name (Paragraph 0055: user name entered to authenticated user and 
generate session cookie used to direct to a given application). 

30. As per claim 1 1 , claim 1 1 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 7 above. 

31 . Claim 17 and 26 are rejected for the same reasons as claim 6 above. 

32. Claim 18 and 27 are rejected for the same reasons as claim 7 above. 

33. As per claims 20 and 29, claims 20 and 29 are rejected for the same reasons as 
claim 9. 

34. Claims 4, 5, 15, 16, 24, and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Chiang (US Published Application 2001/0047477) in 
view of Dutta et al. (US Published Application 2004/0015950, Dutta). 

35. As per claims 4 and 5, Chiang does not explicitly teach the method of claim 1 
further comprising: replacing the selected application with a new selected application 
and where the selected application is a new version of the selected application. 



Application/Control Number: 09/981 ,873 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2154 

36. Dutta teaches replacing a selected application on an application server with a 
new application that is an upgraded version of the selected application (Paragraph 0017 
and 0019). 

37. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Chiang and Dutta because they both 
deal with directing a request to an application hosted on a server. Furthermore, the 
teaching of Dutta to modify the data processing system taught by Chiang to replacing 
the selected application with a new version would allow testing updated features to 
users as applications are improved and would provide the benefit of improved 
application features to users (See Dutta Abstract and Paragraph 0019). 

38. Claims 15, 16, 24 and 25 are rejected for the same reasons as claims 4 and 5 
above. 

39. Claims 8, 19, and 28 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chiang and House as applied to claims 7, 18, and 27 above and further in view of Modi 
et al. (US Patent 6,587,866, hereinafter Modi). 

40. As per claim 8, Chiang does not explicitly teach the method of claim 7, wherein 
the identification is an Internet Protocol address. 

41 . Modi teaches a method of directing a user request to an instance of an 
application based on the IP address of the user (col. 10, lines 30-45). 

42. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Chiang and Modi to use the IP address 
of a node associated with the user to select an application because they both deal with 
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routing users to a specific application instance based on user identification. 
Furthermore, the teaching of Modi to use the IP address of the node associated with the 
user allows directing the user to the correct application for client devices and security 
situations where the use of cookies as taught by Chiang is not available (See Chiang 
Paragraph 0009). 

43. Claim 19 and 28 are rejected for the same reasons as claim 8 above. 

Conclusion 

44. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The following patents and publications are cited to further show 
the state of the art with respect to "Method and apparatus for partitioned environment 
for web application servers". 

i. US 6,532,488 Ciarlante et al. Selecting applications 
using URL and client identification 

ii. US 2002/0143953 Aiken Using IP address as client 
identification 

iii. US 6,697,948 Rabin et al. Using terminal IP address 
to control access to application 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Isaac R Clark whose telephone number is (571 )272- 
3961. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:00am-4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John A Follansbee can be reached on (571)272-3964. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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